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Lausanne: July 22 to August 5, 2012 (14 days)       
             
Plane ticket  Geneva Hotel   Train  Hostel  Subsistence  Transport  Total 
                    
                    
CHF 359  CHF 125 
CHF 
50  CHF 1400   CHF 1500  CHF 200 
CHF 
3634 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Notes                                                         i This study does not suggest, however, that the Olympic Movement has ever specifically claimed to be a global citizenship organization, nor has it claimed to educate youth to be global citizens per se. Still, the concept of global citizenship as described by Cabrera clearly aligns with many recent goals and aspirations of youth education within the Olympic Movement and is an appropriate framework through which to analyse current policies and programming.  ii www.olympic.org/olympism‐in‐action  iii http://www.olympic.org/olympic‐values‐and‐education‐program  iv http://www.olympic.org/yog‐presentation  v http://www.london2012.com/get‐involved/education/international‐inspiration/index.php  vi Hanover stated: “I think "COUBERTIN INSTITUTE FOR MODERN OLYMPIC EDUCATION" might be the right name for this department of the I.O.C.” (Minutes of IOC Executive Board, March 1971).   vii In a letter he wrote to Samaranch in 1984, Killanin claimed that it was his speech in 1976 that had “re‐inaugurated communications with UNESCO.”  viii This Nairobi Resolution asking UNESCO to create a permanent inter‐state body for sport was further driven by divides of political ideology as Soviet Bloc countries viewed the IOC and international sport federations to be western‐dominated and biased against nations with heavily state‐managed sport systems. In response, the IOC issued a manifesto re‐asserting the importance of political neutrality in international sport and its leadership over international sport alongside international sport federations. Eventually, given in part to the strong personal relationship between Killanin and M’Bow, UNESCO backed off such demands.  ix It is also interesting to note that in his speech at Baden Baden, Lord Killanin claimed it was him who had approached UNESCO to make the case that sport should be included in UNESCO’s plans for, and responsibility to, education for young people.  x Not all members of the IOC were entirely supportive of the burgeoning relationship between the Olympic Movement and UNESCO. In a letter written to Samaranch dated February 20, 1984 Richard Pound expressed reservations about making public claims “that there is any linkage between the Olympic principles and those contained in the UNESCO charter. In addition, educational matters within various countries are often matters of extreme sensitivity and I would not wish such authorities…to have the impression that the IOC was seeking to exert any improper 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influence.” Pound’s trepidations, which connected to the criticism that UNESCO had become a problematically politicized organization by the mid ‘80s, also suggested some measure of reservation that the Olympic Movement would try to transcend the sovereignty and influence of national governments and take education policy beyond the level of nation states.    xi On this trip, he visited Nigeria, Liberia, Cote D’Ivoire, Guinea, Gambia, Senegal, Gabon, Angola, Afrique, Zaire, and Cameroon.  xii It should be noted that this analysis is not exhaustive of the policies and programs within the Olympic Movement that can be deemed to align with a commitment to Global Citizenship. For example, OlympicAfrica and Olympic Solidarity are both good examples of Olympic initiatives that are consistent with a commitment to the general ethos of Global Citizenship. However, given the limited scope of this report, and the choice to focus on youth, the section focuses on the Youth Olympic Games, Olympic Education, and the recently established Olympic Youth Development Centre. 
